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PREFACE TO THE SECOND EDITION. 



The still unsettled state of the controversy be- 
tween Orthodoxy and Scepticism, and the social 
repression maintained by the upholders of the former 
over those who are gxdded by the latter, has induced 
the author to make a further attempt to excite such 
an interest in the matter as may result in equal 
justice being rendered to both parties. 

Remarks on the course pursued by the clergy 
have been found necessary, but should the author's 

words be construed as imputing to them any 
improper motives, he most distinctly repudiates any 
intention of the kind. Error of judgment is all he 
attributes to them. 



SCEPTICISM AND SOCIAL 

JUSTICE. 



^^^■^S^^^MA^^AAMMAAAAA^ 



PART I. 



The time seems clearly to have arrived wlieii some- 
tliing should be settled regarding the two parties 
now admitted to exist — one upholding the inspira- 
tion of the Old and New Testaments, and the other 
denying it — as to the position which each party is 
entitled to hold, and the social rights and interests 
that each may claim in the State. Much difficulty 
will arise before the matter can be properly adjusted ; 
but the necessity for it has become obvious, if jus- 
tice to both parties alike is to be observed. 

The case, as it stands, may be briefly stated as 
follows : Up to a certain period, we have been 
historically taught that the writings known as 
the Holy Scriptures were — the Old Testament by 
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the Jews, and the Old and New Testaments by 
Christians — received as having emanated by inspira- 
tion from the supernatural power, named and de- 
scribed in both Testaments as God ; and this teach- 
ing was almost universally acquiesced in throughout 
the Christian world. In this matter, indeed, until 
a comparatively late period, there was little option 
allowed, for so severe were the laws against all 
negative teaching on the subject that no open 
questioning of the inspiration of these writings 
could take place without risk of awfal punishments, 
which varied in intensity, according to the ignorance 
and barbarity existing in different countries, and the 
tyranny over opinion practised, I regret to add, 
generally at the instigation . of the clergy of all 
persuasions. 

It is difficult to ascertain the time when scepti- 
cism, as it has been understood in modem times, 
£rst began to make its appearance in the world ; but 
perhaps its seeds may be traced in the declarations 
of freedom of thought and opinion which were em- 
bodied in the protestations against mere authority. 
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with claims for the right of private judgment, made 
by Luther and Melancthon, and their disciples, in 
the sixteenth century, and Luther's first direct oppo- 
sition to the Papal doctrines and authority was made 
in 1517. As far back, however, as 1624, Lord 
Herbert of Cherbury published views of a deistical 
tendency, and he was followed by others, both in 
this and foreign countries, amongst whom may be 
named Hobbes and Tindal, in the seventeenth century, 
and the third Earl of Shaftesbury, Lord Bolingbroke, 
and Collins in the early part of the eighteenth cen- 
tury; a later jwriod of which brought forth the 
works of Hume, Adam Smith, Lord Chatham, Gibbon, 
and Franklin. The arguments of all these writers 
tended to impugn the notion that the Old and 
New Testaments were written under inspiration; 
but, as my knowledge of their writings is chiefly 
confined to what I have learnt from encyclopsBdias 
and other works referring to them, I cannot enter 
into any precise exposition of the views promulgated 
by these authors. There can be little doubt, however, 
of their having published opinions of a strong scep- 

1* 
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tical tendency, and that, wlietlier riglit or wrong, 
they were, and are still, admitted to have been men 
who possessed large intellectual powers of judging 
what may or may not be accepted as truths. Answers 
to the writings of the authors I have named were 
published at different periods; but they take the 
form rather of general assertions of their erroneous 
teaching, than of meeting their arguments, on the 
issues raised by themselves, and I am not aware of 
there being any works that are admitted to have been 
successful in fairly and thoroughly refuting the 
writings I have referred to. Bishop Home and 
many other divines, whose works have been received 
with great respect, may be cited as writers of an 
opposite description on the subject of inspiration ; 
but, beyond their arguments to prove the existence 
of God, they do not furnish any evidence of the 
Bible having been written under divine inspiration. 

I now come to the sceptical writers of the present 
century, of whom I only make a selection, for they 
are very numerous, and without knowing whether I 
put them in chronological order I begin with Jeremy 
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Beiitlia»m and James Mill, — and add the names of 
C. Hennell, W. E. Greg, R. W. Mackay, G. J. Holy- 
oake, J. S. Mill, George Combe, Evans Bell, the 
author of " A Voice from the Gtmges," William Ellis, 
F. W. Newman, Baden Powell, Bishops Hinds and 
Colenso, and, lastly, the numerons treatises published 
by Thomas Scott, and written by himself and others, 
many of them men of large intellectual powers. 

A large portion of the last series of writers have 
occupied themselves only with confuting the doctrines 
and trustworthiness of the Gospel statements in the 
New Testament, but some of them directly, or by 
implication, attack the inspiration of the Old Testa* 
ment ; and notably amongst these is Bishop Colenso. 
It is not my intention however, to make this publi- 
cation only another attack on the Scriptures by 
making use of the arguments of the writers I have 
named, to undermine the foundations for belief in 
inspiration, and to show that the Bible narratives 
cannot be true. On the contrary, I would rather, 
for the purposes of discussion, suppose the opinions 
of these writers to be not well founded, in order that 
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those wlio think so may still, if they can, prove such 
to be the case. I only desire to state so much as will, 
in my judgment, show what constitutes a fair justi- 
fication of the opinions held by free-thinkers, and 
what they have a right in justice to demand both 
from the national laws and from society. The be- 
lievers in inspiration have, by their mere numbers, 
and by social and clerical support, hitherto stood on 
vantage ground, which has permitted them with im- 
punity most unjustly to denounce, and force into 
hypocritical silence, those who have by honest inves- 
tigation arrived at the conclusion that the works 
composing the Bible could only have been written by 
men whose knowledge was derived from worldly ex- 
perience alone ; and the main object now to be 
attained is to settle whether the former have any 
right to a supremacy for their opinions, and to pre- 
vent the latter from holding and expressing theirs. 

I have not mentioned works by foreign writers, 
such as those of Spinoza, Strauss, Benan, and others, 
as not likely to have been read by the generality 
of English people, and I also pass over those works 
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I have referred to, whicli are written in a deeply 
argumentative style, and thus not likely to be 
attractive to, and make an impression on, common 
readers ; but coming to those of a more popular 
description, and of recent date, I take up first the 
" Task of To-day," by Major Evans Bell, an officer 
of some repute in the East Indian Service. This 
work was published in 1852, at a price which made 
it widely accessible, and is written in a style so plain 
and popular that it is suited to the comprehension 
of all classes of readers. It calmly examines the 
statements of the Scripture records relating to the 
creation, miracles, and prophecies of the Old Tes- 
tament, compares them with statements in the 
Koran, so similar that they give the appearance 
of a common origin, and points out startling dis- 
crepancies and errors that seem palpably inconsis- 
tent with what would have been dictated by unerring 
wisdom. It also criticises in the same manner the 
New Testament, which the writer's arguments tend 
to show is open to charges of inaccuracies, errors, and 
incredibilities, as equally unbelievable to have 
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emanated from divine knowledge, as tHose of the Old 
Testament : and the whole book is written in a 
strain so telling that it can hardly fail to lead a large 
number of readers to acquiescence in its views. Now 
if the arguments and reasoning of this author pro- 
ceed from false grounds and are calculated to be 
harmful, how can those whose duty it is to prevent 
readers from being misled, and who profess to have 
the fall. requisite information for the purpose, leave 
his work unrefuted ? I come next to a book by an 
anonymous writer, with the unintelligible title of 
" A Was I Hind," or a " Voice from the Ganges," and 
published in 1861. It is of much the same character 
as the " Task of To-day," in regard to popularity of 
style, but it concerns itself only with the New Tes- 
tament, in which the author alleges, with great plain- 
ness, are to be found wrong translations, misinterpre- 
tations, and even interpolations, tending to stagger 
belief in its authenticity, as a book written under 
knowledge inspired by God. He also points out 
such variations and contradictory statements, between 
the diffei*ent Gospel writers, that it makes the whole 
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Ujok look liko floiion; and i\\\\n wo Imvo anoUior 
foroibld work, wluchi if ilia viows itiHiitlod by ilto 
Author nro wrong and groundloiiiii in naloulaiod 
NorlotiHly io miiiload, and ihcroforo ought io bo ro- 
fuiod. 

li wotild iako up U\o muoli Npooo to partinularmo 
Noparatnty ovon in a brief way, all tlio other works I 
bavo tiamod, but t niUHt Htat-o that in that {topular 
work, tho " Oonpitltution of Man,** by Ooorgo Conibn, 
and in " Holonoo and Tlob'gion," another of bin worku, 
hn plainly do»tu)tmtratoH that a forco hart boon givon 
to tho lawn of nattiro whioh iiuporNcdo« tho noooMRtty 
of tboir Inn'ng Mupplomoniod by rovoalod laws ; that 
Mr. .1, H. Miir« work on *' Liberty ** contcmdii not only 
for n*oodotn io think, Init fhH)dom io uitor opinions 
on nuiiiors afVooiing rt^ligiotis (kith, an wotl nn on 
siHMilar HiibjooJH ; thai in " lMn'lo..8»)orato«,** by Mr. 
Willitun MIUn, tho prt)prioty of making tho Old and 
Now MVH(4vn\on(4< Hohoolbooks is (luosiionod on account 
of ihoir l>ad n\oraliiy ; that tho '* MHnayHand Iloviows^* 
(mouMy writUui by dorgynicn), tho works of Professor 
1^ W. NcNvn\»ni, the Rev. Pi^ofcssor Ihidcn Pf)woll, 
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and others resort to criticisms of the Bible greatly 
tending to sliake faith in it, and go far to set the in- 
tellect, as a guide to conduct, above Revelation ; and 
lastly, that all these publications are written in a style 
suited to the comprehension of people of ordinary 
intelligence, and the more, therefore, require refuta- 
tion, if their reasonings lead to unsound views of the 
Bible. 

I now proceed to notice the numerous publications 
that have been issued by Mr. Thomas Scott, of Rams- 
gate. To give a list of them even would require no 
small space, and some of them are, perhaps, not very 
important. But this cannot be said of such serious 
and carefully written treatises as " The English Life 
of Jesus," with its attack on the credibility of the 
Gospel narrative, and another entitled ** The Errors 
and Discrepancies and Contradictions of the Gospel 
Records ;" or of those treatises written by Pres- 
byter Anglicanus on " Eternal Punishment ; " 
by R. W. Mackay (the author of " The Progress 
of the Intellect") on "The Eternal Gospel;" 
by Mr. John Robertson, of Cupar Augus, on " The 
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Finding of the Book," and other subjects ; by Mr. 
Bathbone Greg on " Tratb and Edification ; " by Dr. 
Hinds, late Bishop of Norwich, on " The Free Dis- 
cussion of Religious Subjects " — ^a very dispassionate 
essay — or of several others which are of great im- 
portance to free inquiry. But I must stop here> 
although I could add many more to the list by men 
of weight and position, and all written in a style and 
manner likely to attract the serious attention of those 
who peruse them. 

However lightly these treatises may be held by 
those who are opposed to their teachings, and to any 
question of revelation being raised — ^foremost amongst 
whom, of course, are the clergy — ^it should be borne in 
mind that their issues are plainly stated, and that they 
are written in a perfectly calm tone of investigation 
and truth-Seeking, which entitles them to respectful 
discussion. Further, that they are very numerous, 
and, by Mr. Scott's liberality, have a wide circulation 
amongst all classes of' the people; and if their 
teachings are false, and can be controverted, it is the 
duty of divines of all sects to perform this labour, 
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whilst their omission to do so leads to the natural 
inference, that it is a task they fear to undertake. 
With regard to Bishop Colenso's works, it surely 
cannot be necessary to do more than refer to the 
reception they met with, and the extraordinary inte- 
rest they excited, in order to show the importance 
which has been attached to them by the public. But 
has not their grand result been to diminish the 
number of believers in inspiration ? And what have 
the clergy put forth to weaken the force of the 
Bishop's arguments, beyond the treatise published 
by Dr. McCaul, which I have never heard regarded 
as being in the slightest degree successful ? 

Having glanced at the writings of a large number 
of authors who have questioned the inspiration of 
the Scriptures, and in support of their doubts have 
given reasons the value of which may be weighed 
and discussed ; and having strong grounds for 
believing that, in the absence of any convincing 
proofs of the fallacy of these works, their teachings 
have made a profound impression on a very large 
and intelligent portion of the public, the grave qaes- 
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tions arise of how long this state of things is to con- 
tinue ? and what are henceforth to be the legal and 
social rights of those persons who have come to the 
conclnsion that the Old and New Testaments were 
not written under any supernatural inspiration ? At 
present the latter are prevented from an open and 
candid avowal of their sentiments by fear of the ill 
consequences it may bring on their social positions , 
and worldly prospects ; and, where their sentiments 
are suspected, they have to lie under a sort of stigma 
on their characters, for which, I contend, there is no 
justification, unless their honesty is doubted, since 
mere error in judgment, in the views they have formed 
on the Bible statements and narratives, cannot be a 
sin. On the contrary, the fault rests with their 
opponents, who are quite confident of being in the 
right, and yet have failed in putting forth reasons, 
which satisfactorily prove themselves to be so. 

As I have before stated, I do not wish to make 
this a vehicle of attack on the Scriptures, or on those 
holding what are termed orthodox views; but I must 
give some illustration of the difficulties of sceptics. 
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as shown in the works I have cited. For instance, 
in Genesis there are two distinct accounts of the 
creation of woman, which are perfectly at variance 
with each other, and both cannot be right. Then, 
according to the description given of the world — 
the little planet in which we live — ^it is flat, with a 
firmament above, in which the stars are fixed as 
lights to it, and heaven is above the whole, whilst 
the sun is made to revolve round the earth as a sort 
of appendage to it, like the moon ; and both the sun 
and stars are treated as subservient to the uses of 
this planet alone. Added to this we find allusions to 
ascending to heaven, and descending to hell, which 
are obviously inconsistent with a round and rapidly 
revolving body like the world. Now in regard to the 
double creation of woman, it is unintelligible how 
such could have proceeded from inspired wisdom; 
and it is equally difficult to conceive that the accounts 
of the creation, as well as those of the flood and the 
ark — so utterly at variance with what science has 
disclosed to us as possible — could have been written 
under the inspiration of an all-wise and unerring God. 
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And, contemplating also God as all-just and conscien- 
tious, many other difficulties arise to tlie thinker, 
such as, in the Old Testament, the glaring immorali- 
ties related without condemnation or censure, and, in 
the New Testament, the variations and wonderful 
discrepancies of the Gospel narratives, many of which 
are plainly set forth in the works above alluded to. 
But I forbear from particularising in a way that may 
be painful to unhesitating believers in inspiration, my 
only object in entering so far into details being to 
show the justification which sceptics have for their 
opinions in the absence of all corrective explanation. 
Attempts have sometimes been made by clergymen 
to put down sceptical writings by asserting that 
their arguments are only a repetition of old ones 
that have been effectively replied to over and over 
again; but this must be of little avail, without 
stating where the replies are to be found, — and this 
they fail to do. Other clergymen dispose of the 
matter shortly, by declaring that they never read 
such works, of course, from fear of their contaminat- 
ing influence. But can one, who ought to be fortified 
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by the fullest theological knowledge be justified in 
allowing it to be supposed that be can be thus 
affected ? And is be not above all men bound to be 
aware of, and ready to meet, all sceptical attacks ? 
Let me put this case to a clergyman, who would so 
evade this important duty. One of bis flock, — 
say an intelligent young man or woman, — ^having 
read Colenso's or some similar work, and having had 
his or her previoas faith in inspiration thereby shaken, 
and peace of mind disturbed, and attributing this to 
inability to discover the fallibility of the writer's 
arguments, goes to his or her minister for help. Is 
the latter justified in replying to such applicants that 
he does not read works of the kind, because of their 
evil tendency, and simply advising their being 
eschewed? Surely he cannot in this easy way 
expect to remove the difficulties of reflecting persons 
who seek his aid, and who thus must leave him with 
all the fexsts and information they have acquired still 
oppressing their minds. The clergyman is the 
religious teacher and helper, to whom any one of his 
flock has as much right to apply for assistance as ho 
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or she would, in a case of illness, or legal difficulty, 
to apply to a doctor or lawyer ; and would either of 
the latter be justified in replying, that " yours is a 
case with which I do not feel called on to make my- 
self acquainted ? " * " 

I have now endeavoured to show how matters 
stand between the two parties, one believing, and the 
other disbelieving in the inspiration of the Bible ; and 
assuming that both have arrived at their opinions by 
honest investigation, there remains to be considered 
the question, whether the former are justified in 
assuming their opinions to be so indisputably right 
as to warrant them in pronouncing the. latter to be 
not only wrong, but sinful, for the opinions which 
they hold, and therefore not entitled to the full enjoy- 
ment of the same social rights, privileges, and 
advantages as themselves. Are there any grounds 

* I hope I may not be understood as making attacks on the 
characters of the clergy. I have had too large an acquaintance 
ivith them not to be aware of the integrity which distinguishes 
them as a class, and my obseryations in the text are intended 
only to indicate what appears to me to be their error respecting 
free inquiry into Biblical matters. 

2 
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for tlie assumption of such an arbitrary authority to 
be found in the notion that it is not permissible to 
apply intelligence and reason to the consideration of 
matters of religious faith ? If this position be allowed, 
then what are the means by which we can understand 
what is written in the Bible, and ascertain in what 
to have faith, since it is only through our intellectual 
powers that we can know anything at all of the 
meaning of its words ? If it be asserted that religious 
faith caa be arrived at without using these powers, 
it may as well be said that it is possible to make a 
religious being of an idiot, or even (may the absurdity 
be excused) of a cow, or an oyster. No, no. God 
gave us our intelligent and discerning powers to 
enable us, when facts and information are presented 
to our minds, whether by the Bible or otherwise, to' 
distinguish right from wrong, and thereby to learn 
our duties, and how properly to conduct ourselves 
in all the relations of life. Besides, people cannot 
choose their opinions, and be of this or that opinion 
in obedience to will ; for according as facts and data 
are presented to the mind, so must inevitably be the 
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conclusions, and consequent opinions, wbicli it is as 
impossible to avoid coming to, as it is to keep back tbe 
tide with a mop. Ignorance may have no opinion, 
but knowledge dictates opinion, and wbat it shall be. 
I submit that as the right of private judgment is 
conceded, without any limitation^ to Protestants, they 
are fully at liberty to read and study all works bear- 
ing on the Bible in any way, whether upholding it as 
emanating from God, or whether questioning the 
accuracy of its statements and the possibility of their 
having been derived fr*om the inspiration of a super- 
natural power. Further, that whatever opinions 
Protestants may thus be led to form, they have a 
right to hold and also to utter $ and that, supposing 
such opinions to be erroneous, the only just method 
of proving them to be so is by argumentative refuta- 
tion. I hold it to be an outrage on justice that any 
person, to whom the right of private judgment has 
been granted, should be subjected to punishment, as 
is still possible under old unrepealed laws, or to 
social hardships, on account of his or her opinions, 
on any other ground than that of dishonesty ; and, 

2* 
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further, that the assumption by any one, whatever 
may be his station, to say to another, in a matter 
open to free discussion, " I am right, and you are 
wrong," without proving it, and the using of any 
power with which the former may be invested, to the 
prejudice of the latter, ought to be treated as a grave 
oiSence against justice and morality. It is in the 
arbitrary exercise of such power, and in denouncing 
such sceptical works, as I have specially alluded to, 
without first refuting them, that the clergy have 
placed themselves in a very false position, and exposed 
themselves to charges of injustice. Unfortunately a 
large portion of the community, who may be said 
rather to adopt conclusions than to arrive at them by 
reasoning, continue to support the clergy in the arbi- 
trary repression of all opinions on Biblical matters 
contrary to their own, and thus have been instru- 
mental in enforcing silence on their opponents, with 
the simple result of engendering a very unwholesome 
hypocrisy in many of the latter. There is a floating 
notion that no one in this country suffers for opinion ; 
but it is pretty well known that some, who have been 
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unable to conceal their sceptical views, liave been 
excluded from offices on this account, and it is only 
recently that a witness, however respectable, who 
objected to substantiate his oath by swearing on the 
Old or New Testament, has been allowed to make a 
simple affirmation, whilst the oath of a witness of 
the most abandoned character was always receivable. 
It is still the case that many writers of heterodox 
views are prevented, by family or social reasons, from 
signing their names to what they write ; and to these 
sufferers for opinion may well be added a very nume- 
rous and increasing class of persons engaged in pro- 
fessions and business, who are disbelievers in inspira- 
tion, but, having famihes dependent on them, dare 
not confess their opinions, and are forced to live 
under the constant oppression of conscientious insin- 
cerity, with what advantage to Church and State, and 
to the community at large, I leave others to pro- 
nounce. 

I must now add a few brief remarks on a new 
phase of the foregoing subject. Circumstances have 
delayed the completion of this publication, and in 
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the meantime I have become acquainted witli the 
effort, which the clergy have at last made, to stem 
the tide of* scepticism and free-thinking by publishing 
the work entitled the "New Bible Commentary," 
which has the advantage of having been written or 
sanctioned by an Archbishop and seven Bishops, and 
other clergy of high position. The publication has, 
it seems, been seven years in preparation ; and here 
one might have expected a complete and unanswer- 
able refutation of all grounds for scepticisin, and 
especially was it to be expected that all such works as 
I have alluded to would have been dealt with, and 
their errors clearly demonstrated. Instead of this, 
however, this production of the most eminent of the 
clergy seems directed only to fortifying those who 
accept the traditional interpretation of the Bible, 
without any verification of its narratives and state- 
ments, and the first critics of the work are able to 
show its failures and weakness. An examination of 
it by Bishop Colenso has quickly appeared, charging 
the authors with evasion of the main difficulties of 
he question, and pointing out mistakes, false reason- 
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ings, and even unworthy quibbles, which, if not 
replied to, must, in the eyes of the vulgar, deprive the 
work of all respect. This has been followed by some 
other publications, and by reviews in several of the 
London and Edinburgh newspapers, which are pretty 
severe in their handling of this famous commentary, 
whilst others in a similar strain are spoken of, and 
in its results, the work seems to be of little avail in 
attacking the errors of sceptics. 

Two very important matters, however, have beert. 
brought under consideration by the publication of 
this Bible Commentary. First, it is an admission 
that the translations and meanings of the words of 
the Bible are open to discussion and examination by 
our intelligent and reasoning powers. Secondly, it is 
a yielding up of the plenary part of inspiration, 
inasmuch as it gives a meaning quite new, according 
to previous clerical teaching, of those words of the 
Bible which state that " the world was created ui six 
day's," by adopting the hypothesis of Hugh Miller 
that these "days" were, in fact, not periods of 
twenty-four hours, as common people suppose from 
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the Bible words — ay, and as children were un- 
doubtedly taught by clergymen to interpret the 
words, when I was at school— but " vast geological 
periods." Now, here we have from the clergy them- 
selves a new version of the sense in which the Bible 
is to be understood, showing that reason may be used 
in examining the meanings of its words ; and if this 
be allowed, then free-thinkers and sceptics can no 
longer be justly blamed and denounced for forming 
opinions adverse to inspiration, which are founded 
on reason ; and if certain words in the Bible are not 
to be understood in the sense accorded to them by 
common acceptation, as the clergy heretofore did 
teach us they were to be, then such teaching was 
wrong, our spiritual teachers admit themselves to 
have been in error, and we have now to consider how 
far the clergy may also be in error in teaching us to 
accept, in their literal sense, other words of the 
Bible. 

From what precedes this my own opinion on inspi- 
ration may easily be inferred, but the question has 
occurred to me whei'ier I ought, or not, plainly to 



Scepticism and Social "Justice* 25 

avow it, and having come to an affirmative conclusion, 
on the simple ground of candour, I now state that the 
reading and reflections of my youth, middle age, and 
old age — ^for I can refer to all three of those periods 
— ^have led me to the belief that the Old and New 
Testaments are wholly the works of erring man, and 
not of all- wise and all-conscientious God. The ten- 
dency to this opinion began at a very early period, 
and well do I recollect what a source of trouble it 
was for years, from a sort of undefined impression 
that, on such an important subject, it was wrong to 
entertain opinions contrary to what I had been taught, 
and to what were generally held around me. To 
counteract my supposed error, I procured first Paley's 
works, with which I was dissatisfied, because they 
only proved design. I next took up Chalmers's " Evi- 
dences of Christianity," but this work increased my 
doubts, since, in my judgment, it only showed that a 
person named Jesus existed at a certain time, but 
afforded no evidence of his divinity ; and I then deter- 
mined not to think of the subject, but just to go 
regularly to church, which I did for a certain time. 
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Later a pious f liend put into my hands a work of 
Bishop Home's, in which I found as little assistance 
as I did from Paley and Chalmers, and I have ever 
since been waiting for something more forcible to 
appear. Instead of this, works of a contrary descrip- 
tion have been multiplying, until the climax arrived 
in the publication of sceptical opinions by divines, and 
most of them members of the Church of England 
itself. First came the " Essays and Reviews," then 
the works of Bishop Colenso, with those of Bishop 
Hinds, Dr. Davidson, and others of great weight, 
scarcely any of which have been replied to, except in 
terms of denunciation ; and I must also now include 
the " Speaker's Commentary," under the highest 
clerical sanction and authority, in which we are told 
that one word is not to be read according to its literal 
meaning, but in the scientific sense given to it by 
geologists, the natural inference being that there 
must be also other words to be read by the light of 
science, and, of course, of reason. In fact, for solving 
the doubts of inquiring minds relative to the Bible 
having been written under inspiration, no solid assist- 
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ance, showing the unsoimdiiess of sceptical arguments, 
has yet been afforded by either clergy or laity. 

I now conclude with referring to the point with 
which I commenced, that it is time the social posi- 
tions of believers and disbelievers in inspiration were 
settled on some fair basis; and, on behalf of the 
latter, I claim that they should not only be freed 
from all stigmas and disadvantages on account of 
their opinions, but esteemed according to their merits 
morally viewed, and allowed to hold all positions 
of honour and trust, as members of the State, equally 
with the former. Andi lastly, I appeal to the clergy 
especially, and to all others who are confident of 
their power argumentatively to sustain the divine 
inspiration of the Bible, either to come forward, and 
show before the tribunals of common sense and 
justice that they are rights and we, who have be^n 
guided in our opinions by the teachings of the works 
I have cited, or by our own reflections, are wrong y or 
otherwise to admit us to be entitled to a full share of 
all social rights and privileges, and henceforth to 
allow us to be honest and franh* 

March, 1872. 
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PART II. 

Since the preceding part of this pamphlet was 
published five years have elapsed, during which 
period very little progress has been made towards 
settling, on a sound basis, the social positions of the 
two parties, — one upholding, and the other denying 
the divine inspiration of the Scriptures. In the 
meantime the attacks on the evidences of inspiration 
by sceptical writers have been increased both in 
numbers and weight, whilst so little has been done in 
defence of them by the orthodox, that it looks like 
their virtually giving up the conflict. 

In the first part allusion was made to various 
works, some of old and others of modern date, which 
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impngned the divine authority of the Old and New 
Testaments, and it was also there observed that 
these works had not been met by any refutations of 
a direct kind, — ^that is by taking up the arguments 
on the issues raised in such works, and showing them 
to be fallacious, — and that the publications, having 
the repression of scepticism as their object, had been 
written in a tone rather of censure than reasoning. 
The efforts of the orthodox, during the last five years 
do not appear to have been more successful than 
previously in making an impression on the public 
mind, whilst in the same time a large number of 
works, impugning inspiration, on grounds growing 
stronger and stronger, have been added to those 
previously existing. Amongst the latter may be 
named " Christian Theology and Modern Scepticism," 
by the Duke of Somerset. —" The Problem of the 
World and the Church," by James Booth, — " Super- 
natural Religion," by an Anonymous Author, — 
" An Analysis of Religious Belief," by the late Lord 
Amberley, — a third edition of the " Creed of Chris- 
tendom," by W. Rathbone Greg, with a new and 
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important introduction of 94 pages, — the " Penta- 
teuch and Book of Joshua," by a Physician, and 
" Christian Evidences," by T. Lumsden Strange. 

In addition to these works various serial publica- 
tions of a sceptical bearing have been constantly 
issued, both in this country and North America, 
amongst which may be named '* The Jewish World," 
** The Enquirer," and " The National Eeformer," in 
this country, and " The liidex" in the United States, 
but especially must be mentioned the continued 
monthly series issued by Thos. Scott, the titles even 
of which would be too long for insertion. 

Such a grave list of works as the above, and their 
weight on the public mind, as shown by their large 
circulation, is too important to be ignored, but with 
the exception of carpings and denunciations in the 
orthodox periodicals and newspapers, no direct and 
positive refutation of the actual points, made in any 
of these works, has been put forth in a way which 
places the bane and antidote side by side, for the 
instruction and help of those who are desirous of 
knowing what to accept as truth, and of haying 
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their minds relieved from the difficulties of the 
qnestion. That it is a labour greatly required was 
admitted by the Archbishop of Canterbury in his 
visitation address of last September, in which (as re- 
ported in "The Times") he says, " that the controversy 
at present is with growing infidelity, and if the 
clergy of this our Church are not equal to the 
emergency, some great catastrophe will befall not only 
the Church but the nation." The happening of the 
catastrophe to the nation may be doubted, not so 
the necessity of meeting the case, so as to establish 
what is, and what is not the truth, for the edifica- 
tion of that very large portion of the people whose 
avocations will not allow them time to enter on such 
an inquiry for themselves, and who are in con- 
sequence left to adopt the readiest views of a subject 
which may cursorily present themselves to their 
minds. The Archbishop in a continuation of his 
address also says that "a true estimate of the evidence 
on which religious truth is to be defended is greatly 
wanted in the controversies of the present day," and 
it is therefore rather startling to find him afterwards 
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saying, in reference to the New Testament, " I defy 
any one to give any account of the origin of these 
books so natural as that which takes for granted both 
their authenticity and their genuineness." Concur- 
rently with the remarks of the Archbishop, the 
Bishop of Gloucester also, in his visitation address 
last autumn at Chipping Campden, is reported to 
have said, " That the broad statements of Scripture 
in respect to the physical history of the world are 
marvellously coincident with the results of modem 
science." The italics in the above quotations are 
the writer's, but if such is to be the ex cathedrd style 
in which controversies with the writers and holders 
of sceptical opinions are to be carried on, it will be 
difficult for the latter to take steps towards the 
furtherance of truth. 

To turn now to the sceptical works above alluded 
to, it may be remarked generally that the main point 
with all of them, directly or indirectly, is to criticize 
the evidences of, and throw doubts on inspiration. 
The Duke of Somerset's book has an importance from 
the high position which his rank gives him in the 
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world, but, independently of that, it is plain and 
forcible in its statements. 

Mr. Booth's " Problem of the Worldand the Church " 
has much weight from its clear reasoning, and the style 
in which it is written will make it attractive. " Super- 
natural Religion," although anonymously written, is 
an exhaustive work of such force, and has acquired 
so great fame, that it could not be altogether 
slighted or ignored by the orthodox, but nevertheless 
it remains^ like Golenso's> denounced but not re- 
futed. "The Analysis of Religious Belief" has helped 
to promote &ee thought, by affording plain proof that 
the subject engages the attention of cultivated minds 
in a high class of society, although it does not appear 
to have received so much critical attention as other 
works of a similar character. " The Creed of Christen- 
dom," and " The Pentateuch," and " Book of Joshua," 
have a great resembktnce in their tone and strictures, 
except that the last concerns itself only with the 
statements of the Old Testament. Both are written 
with great acumen and discriminating force, and per- 
haps there are no two sceptical works, which, from 

3 
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the extent of the evidence and reasoning they supply 
for the subversion of inspiration, it would be more 
important for the orthodox to show are fallacious 
guides, if they ever hope effectively to prove the correct- 
ness of their own interpretations of the Scriptures. In 
" The Creed of Christendom," a point of great import- 
ance * is raised, which seriously affects the value of 
the books of the New Testament and the possibility 
of their having been divinely inspired, viz., that none 
of them could have been written earlier than the 
latter part of the second century ; and, as this point 
is also contended for by other writers, its examina- 
tion has become very requisite. 

Of the periodicals and serials referred to, the 
" Jewish World " will probably, as a newspaper, and 
published by a Monotheistic Sect, be held in low 
esteem by the Christian clergy of all denominations, 
but they would find it, in articles under the head- 
ing of the " Christian Scriptures," worthy of their 
pens, and at least the writers in the paper should be 
regarded as tolerable judges of the Hebrew language, 
♦ See Introdnction, p. Ixxxy., and p. 20, Vol. 1. 
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and the correctness of its translations, as to wldcli 
they have made some very hard hits, especially 
respecting those passages in the New Testament, 
which refer to predictions in the Old Testament. 

The monthly series of publications by Thomas 
Scott have, during the last five years, been continued 
with an unabated energy that can scarcely fail to 
have left a mark, and although the orthodox of all 
denominations may hope, by ignoring these treatises, 
to render their influence nugatory, a large portion of 
those into whose hands they fall, are likely to have 
their minds seriously affected by the information they 
furnish, and the sceptical tendency of their reasoning. 
Particular mention may be made of those which have 
been issued under the authorship of Dr. J. Muir : — 
John Robertson, Robert R. Suffield, EUey Finch, Dr. 
Wild, James Cranbrook, W. Jevons, M. *Macfie, 
Edward Maitland, and T. Lumsden Strange, and 
also of several others to which, under the pre- 
sent social penalties, the writers could not venture to 
put their names. Of these latter may be selected, 
" Pleas for a Free Enquiry," by M. A. Trinity College, 

3* 
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Cambridge. " On Inspiration." " Our First Century." 
" Primitive Cimrch History." " Vi4 CathoHca," by a 
country Parson. "Irenaeus," and the "Serpent in 
Mythology." In all these works there is a consider- 
able force of argument, and if publications of the kind 
are to be constantly laid before the public, with 
nothing to refute them but the frowns of the ortho- 
dox, what other result can be expected than that the 
number of sceptics should increase, and withan increas- 
ing confidence in the correctness of their opinions.* 
Supposing that blame attaches to the holding of scep- 
tical opinions, does it not flail chiefly on the clergy, who 
have hitherto done so little to prevent the spreading of 
scepticism except in the way of denunciation. It is too 
late in the age for them to rest on ecclesiastical power 
over religious opinion, and to be content with simply 
asserting divine inspiration to be a truth, and arbi- 
trarily requiring acquiescence with their judgment. 
The legal penalties for religious offences are not easily 
enforced in the present day, and although the social 
penalties remain in some severity, they are happily 

* Vide Note, page 58. 
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dimiziislied. The change from Catholicism to Pro- 
testantism carried with it to some extent the right 
of private judgment, nnder which freedom of thought 
is comprehended, and where thought is expressed in 
opposition to orthodox views, it can now only be 
efEectually controverted by fair argument. 

Until a late period, the clergy seem to have been 
upheld by society in their power, as of right, over 
religious opinion, but a change has now taken 
place, and this power has to yield to reason. The 
truths of science conflicting with those of Scripture, 
which were first put forth by Gralileo, have from his 
time been constantly increasing in number and sig- 
nificance. Scientific men, whose names will readily 
suggest themselves to the reader, have become bolder 
and bolder in stating discoveries antagonistic to Scrip- 
ture revelations, and literary men have resorted copi- 
ously to historical and philosophical criticism, which 
have been published with similar objects. The 
thoughts thus engendered have resulted in the various 
sceptical works that have been named, in many of 
which it will be found that the evidences for and 



38 Scepticism and Social Justice. 

against inspiration have been well weighed and dis- 
cussed, and the conclusions of the authors fairly and 
plainly stated for those who think they can contro- 
vert them. The clergy have only partially and 
hesitatingly taken up the glove, and, in so far as they 
have met challenges, have done little more than 
declare rationalism and scepticism to be errors, some- 
times with lamentations, and at others with denimcia- 
tions, but the points and arguments of their opponents 
they have most inefl&oiently dealt with. Now, in 
avoiding a direct mode of argument, suspicion is 
raised that the clergy are afraid of grappling with 
the difficulties requiring to be solved, and the result 
is to give additional confidence to their opponents. 
As an instance of the mode adopted in the writings 
of the clergy, may be mentioned the Bampton 
Lectures, by Canon Liddon, in which, although he 
freely states his opinions of what people ought to 
think, he is very chary of his reasons why they should 
so think, and he scarcely alludes to the actual points 
of difficulty made by sceptical writers. By the terms 
of the endowment tor these lectures, they are to 
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''confirm and establish the Christian fedth, and to 
confute all heretics and schismatics upon the divine 
authority of the Holy Scriptures," and this he pro- 
ceeds to do by assuming the divine authority as 
unquestionable, and even treating, apparently, the 
statemeniis of the New Testament as being of them- 
selves sufficient evidences of their authenticity. 
Bationalism and scepticism are referred to, and the 
older sceptical writers, Spinoza, Gibbon, Hobbes, 
Tindal, and others are named, but search will be made 
in vain for statements of the points in the arguments 
of these authors for the purposes of refutation, and 
the same may be said respecting sceptical writers of 
modem times. Now, this can hardly be considered 
as complying with the terms of the endowment, and 
is certainly not ''confuting heretics " in a manner that 
will assist them in solving biblical difficulties, and 
show them the road to correct orthodoxy. 

Similar criticism is appliable to the Lectures by 
Archdeacon Hessey, on " The Moral Difficulties of the 
Bible." Admitting the kindly spirit, and the desire to 
state the truth exhibited in the work, it too palpably 
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assumes, as thougli it were never doubted, tliat the 
words of the Bible have been divinely inspired, and 
throughout it is little more than statements of the 
author's own views, with dissertations upon the sub- 
ject of unbelief. It never addresses itself to the 
actual arguments of unbelievers, whose views are 
expressed in his own terms, and of course, in contest- 
ing them he obtains an easy victory. The whole is 
written fix)m the author's own standpoint, and has a 
tone rather of lamentation and complaint than of dis- 
cussion. At page 41, 1st Series, he seems to be 
apologizing for some of the acts recorded in the 
Bible, and at page 53, even for the great sin of 
David, whom he regards as pleasing God by his 
" faith," notwithstanding his " failures." The chief 
sceptical work referred to is Colenso's, whose views 
he seems to make a wonderful attempt to show can 
be of no value, by a , disquisition on the knowledge 
Jesus possessed of the Bible. Like the work just be- 
fore named, it selects no passages from the writings 
of sceptics for the purpose of exposing their errors ; 
and in Lecture 7, 2nd Series, some remarks are made 
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on geological conclnsions adverse to inspiration, bat 
without naming any geologist to whose views he 
takes exception. Other writers in defence of ortho- 
doxy might be cited, who pursue their arguments 
in the same strain, but the examples given above will 
be enough to show what poor opportunities and 
assistance are afibrded to sceptics for correcting their 
alleged erroneous opinions, by the help of their op- 
ponents' reasoning. 

Perhaps if the clergy and the orthodox were 
thoroughly aware of all the sceptical works and influ- 
ence they have to contend with, they would see the 
necessity for more direct steps than they have yet 
taken in defence of their own views of inspiration. 
Some efforts they have made, and in the autumn of 
1875, a new journal was commenced by them, under 
the title of the " Church Quarterly Review," of 
which the first number was published in October of 
that year. Its second article is entitled, " On Some 
Aspects of Science in Kelation to Keligion," which 
seemed to give a promise of a serious and earnest 
attempt to show, that whatever science may present 
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apparently in opposition to religion, there would be 
found no real antagonism between them. There is 
something in the tone of the article, especially at its 
opening, which evinces a sense of the diflficnlty the 
writer of it feels in what he has undertaken, but it is 
not my intention to review it myself, as that has been 
done in an able way in one of the treatises, published 
by Mr. Scott, entitled, " The Orthodox Surrender," 
by M. A. Trinity College, Cambridge, and I will only 
mention a few of the points he makes. In an early 
part of the treatise occurs the following quotation 
from the Review article : — " Prove evolution, and 
even then you have not disproved a personal Deity. 
Indeed, in some minds, you will rather have strength- 
ened the belief, or if you please, the hypothesis," 
which the author treats as common sense. But he 
next points out that the Eeview writer, seeing this 
will not be enough to satisfy orthodoxy, proceeds to 
justify the holding of scientific views at variance with 
Scriptural statements, by, wonderful to say, admiUmg 
both, and he quotes the writer's words from page 60 
of the Eeview, as follows : — " It can do nothing but 
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harm to attempt a compromise by sucli glosses, either 
of religions or scientific truth, as bring them into 
apparent harmony only by leaving out of view the 
real points of difficulty. . . . If it is not in our 
power to give a satis&ctory solution of the apparent 
discrepancy, the safer as well as more honest course 
is to admii thefact.^* The author of the treatise then 
in trenchant words exposes the absurdity of attempt- 
ing to argue in a way which admits and believes, 
two opposite statements of facts, but in order to 
perceive the futility of the arguments used in the 
article, to prove that the facts of science and scripture 
may be reconciled, the reader is recommended to 
peruse the M.A.'s treatise itself. 

Another step on the part of the Orthodox, with 
the view of confuting the lives of Jesus Christ, by 
sceptical writers, has been to induce Dr. Farrar to 
take up the subject, which has resulted in his work 
entitled " The Life of Christ," — a pretentious look, 
ing book, of such an alarming size, that few could 
find time for a thorough perusal of it. By reading 
portions of it, however, the reader will be enabled to 
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discover that its general cliaracter consists in an 
expression of the author's opinions that the accounts 
of Christ, to be found in the Gospels and New Tes- 
tament, are all-sufficient, with exuberant eulogies in 
florid language of his personal character and teach- 
ings, — ^the excellence of which none are inclined to 
dispute, — and with assumptions of the truth of every 
scripture statement, but no examination of the 
evidences by which their credibility is to be sustained. 
In many respects the author seems to present the 
idea to his readers, that the narrations of the New 
Testament are sufficient to prove themselves, which, 
if that is really meant, is certainly a surprising mode 
of reasoning. The minds of the reflective part of the 
community, have been unsettled by the lives of 
Christ which have been written by Strauss, Renan, 
Sir H. D. Hanson, and Thos. Scott, all of whom have 
raised grave doubts as to the authenticity and value 
of the New Testament accounts of the incidents in 
the life of Christ, on the ground of the discrepancies 
and contradictions which they present. How far 
Dr. Farrar has succeeded in removing these doubts 
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may be seen by consoltiiig a publication in tbe Scott 
series entitled, "Dr. Farrar's Life of Christ by a 
Clergyman of the Church of England,** published in 
1874, in which the indistinctness of the work and 
its illogical conclusions and defects are forcibly 
pointed out. Attention should here also be called to 
the fact that although Dr. Earrar in his preface 
alludes to critics, who have impugfued the authority 
of the " Gospels on the score of real, or supposed, 
contradictions to be found in them,'* and cites the 
names of the above-mentioned writers of the Life of 
Christ, he has nowhere, in the body of his work, sot 
forth their arguments or any of their points, and 
specifically refuted them. He is equally reticent as 
to the observations on the same subject in W. R, 
Greg's " Creed of Christendom." The same remark 
applies to other similar works, and although Dr. 
Farrar mentions the names of many authors, he only 
at page 326, Vol. 2, makes any direct reference to 
the views of sceptical writers, whom he there dis- 
misses in a summary fashion. In short, instead of 
being a History of Jesus Christ, and proving the 
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trath of the New Testament statements concerning 
him, as a correction of writings of an opposite 
tendency, the work may be described as being simply 
the sentiments and opinions of Dr. Farrar respecting 
Jesus Christ and his works.* 

The writer is not aware of other works which 
meet the arguments of sceptics in a more direct and 
forcible manner than those which have been cited, 
and these can hardly be deemed effective. But, that 
the orthodox have thought refutations of sceptical 
views to be necessary, may be inferred from their 
having formed the Christian Evidence Society, and, 
in one of its circulars declared their object to be " to 
stem the tide of Scepticism," and stated that " they 
hold that difficulties must be met by fair argument, 
and doubts removed by candid explanations. They 
desire too, to meet the bolder and more aggressive 
propagation of infidelity, to confront its champions, 
and refute their arguments." A very laudable and 

* Whether it is the f act ornot, many parts of the work lead, 
bj their style, to the supposition that they consist of portions of 
sermons. 
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important work ; but where, and in what shape, has 
this been, or is it being, done ? 

It will not be oat of place here again to refer to the 
hypothesis of Hngh Miller, that the word " day," in 
the account of the creation in Genesis, onght to be de- 
fined, as meaning "a vast geological period," or an age, 
to which so mnch weight was given in the " Speaker's 
Commentary." This appears still to be adhered to by 
the orthodox, as an argument in support of the in- 
fallibility of the Bible, and the inspiration of its words. 
Do they forget how often the word " day" is used in 
the Bible, and that their new definition of it would 
entirely destroy the sense of most of the passages in 
which it is used ? Let us pass over what is said in 
Genesis of the morning and the evening being the 
first day, and the second day, and so on, and go to 
the 20th chapter of Exodus, where we find, in the 
fourth commandment, that man is ordered to work 
six days, and to rest on, and keep holy, the seventh 
day. But if the day is some vast period, how will a 
man bom in the middle of the week, and whose age 
is only three score and ten, even live through his first 
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day, mucli less live to keep tlie sabbath ? The point 
of this question equally applies to the stopping of 
the sun by Joshna, which wonld have been wholly 
mmecessary, if a day were a geological period. - In 
fact such a definition of the word would make utter 
nonsense of it in all places where it is used in the 
Bible, other than that of the account of the creation, 
and would leave even that in obscurity. The resort 
to such an obvious inconsistency for removing a 
difficulty, gives the appearance of being hardly 
pushed for arguments, and if the clergy persist in 
retaining their new meaning of the Word " day,'* the 
unlearned will be justified in requiring such explana- 
tions as will enable them to reconcile it with reason 
and common-sense views. 

Let us now briefly state how the case stands as 
between the orthodox on one, and the sceptics on the 
other side. The first simply affirm that the Old and 
New Testaments were written under divine inspira- 
tion, and that doubting it is sinful. The latter deny 
the divine inspiration, and maintain that the accounts 
given in Genesis of the creation in six days of the 
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earth, of man, animals, and plants, of the sources of 
water, light, and heat, (all mention of air being 
omitted) and also the narratives given later of the 
flood, the stopping of the sun> and other miraculons 
events, could not have been written under the inspi- 
ration of an all-wise power, because they are wholly 
inconsistent and incompatible with the cosmical facts 
which have been elicited by the aid of science, and 
remain undisputed; and because reason will not 
allow of the supposition, that the Creator, not only 
of this world, but of the universe, would himself 
break any of the laws he had made for their govern- 
ance, and thus cause a serious disturbance through- 
out the whole system. This is enough for stating the 
point of dijQTerence between the two parties, and I 
forbear to add other reasons for strengthening the 
case of the sceptics, because this is not written to prove 
either that they are right, or the orthodox wrong, 
which I leave to those who are more capable than I 
am of performing so important a work. I purpose 
only to keep to my position of showing, that, as the 
opinions of sceptics have not yet been refuted, they 

4 
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are entitled to the same respect as those of the ortho* 
dox, on the simple ground of justice. 

Here, it will be convenient to draw attention to the 
hard measures, and positive injustice, to which 
sceptics have to submit. To a person of honourable 
mind it is no small annoyance to feel himself pre- 
vented from candidly expressing his sentiments when 
religious subjects are broached in conversation^ lest 
he should call forth a word or look of censure, and it 
is a cause of still greater uneasiness, when he has 
reason to suppose that his opinions are known and 
condemned, and that, however he may be tolerated, 
he suffers a duninution of respect amongst his neigh- 
hours. These sufEerings, however, are light compared 
with the constant torture of a man engaged in a profes- 
sion or business, who is conscious that, by the avowal 
of his opinions', he and his family may be reduced to 
severe straits ; many cases of which are known to exist, 
including those of clergymen of high as well as low 
degree, whatever the world may think to the contrary. 
But the grievance is not confined to sentimental trouble, 
or the loss of social sympathy, for there are indi- 



Scepticism and Social Justice. $ i 

viduaJs to whom it brings actaal worldly loss, of 
wliich it would be easy to give instances, if it were 
allowable to drag names before tbe public. It must 
therefore suffice to intimate the bar which the holding 
of nnorthodox opinions unjustly forms to obtaining 
many appointments connected with the public service, 
the law, and scholastic institutions, and also to suc- 
cess, especially in the provinces, in the medical pro- 
fession. 

In connection with the point of injustice, let it be 
borne in mind, first, that the holding of sceptical 
opinions does not arise from any levity, or desire 
to have a cloak for licentious conduct ; it is the 
result of honest reflection, and of inability, after an 
investigation of the Scriptures and the scientific 
facts bearing on them, to find satisfactory evidences 
of their having proceeded from inspiration by the 
Creator. Secondly, that our opinions, as stated at 
greater length in the first part of the pamphlet, 
cannot be adopted, or cast off at will, but are impera- 
tively forced on us by our reasoning, founded on the 
knowledge each may happen to possess ; and thirdly, 
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that proper assistance is not afforded to sceptics for 
correcting their views by those on whom the duty 
MLs. But what is the result of forcing sceptical 
opinions to be concealed ? Simply to engender hypo- 
critical conduct, in order to prevent worldly disad- 
vantages, with a reluctant insincerity, galling to the 
conscience, and a lowering of the moral tone, which, 
the clergy should be the first to discourage. But do 
they ? If an unbeliever, to whatever extent, and 
however well known, goes through the forms of public 
worship, does not in fact set what is called a bad 
example, is he subjected to any animadversions ? On 
the contrary, let but the sceptic honestly avow his . 
doubts, and he will be denounced privately, if not pub- 
licly, and deprived, more or less, of that social respect 
which he might have retained by dishonestly conceal- 
ing his opinions and acting lies. Nay, further, he 
may even for an honest confession of disbelief in 
inspiration, be charged with being an infidel, as 
though there could be any infidelity in a person not 
believing that, in support of which he can find no 
convincing evidence, A coi^nter charge might, with 
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some propriety, be made against religious teachers, 
for teacliing the yomig and nnleamed tliat the Bible 
is not only the undoubted, but wndisputed word of 
God, at the same time that they are conscious it is 
disputed, which makes it a duty on themselves to in- 
form their pupils and hearers of the fact, and to 
fortify them with reasons for meeting any dispute 
of it. 

If then scepticism is a sin, or a fault, with whom 
does the blame rest ? The sceptics who justify them- 
selves by the teachings of the numerous unrefuted 
works that have been cited or alluded to, including 
some even by Bishops and clergymen ? Or is it the 
orthodox, who, although they are confident of being 
so right that they scarcely admit of any question being 
made of their opinions, yet still allow evidences in 
opposition to them to multiply without any efficient 
rebuttals or refutations ? The labour of performing 
the latter seems to be a duty specially falling on the 
clergy, and when one thinks of the numerous digi- 
taries in the Church, and the heads and tutors of the 
colleges at the universities, and of the public schools, 
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with all the leisure and talent ascribed to a large 
portion of them, it is difficult to imagine why it has 
been so long unperformed. But they at times say, 
and it is in some measure an admission of their duty, 
that the arguments of sceptical writers have been 
over and over again refuted. Will they say where ? 
Certainly not in the works written from their own 
standpoints, which have been referred to ; it may, 
indeed, well be said that the work has to be done, 
and if it is elEectually done, I venture, with some 
knowledge of the sentiments of sceptics, to assert 
that there are none wha will be more ready than 
they will to learn the real truth, and to find them- 
selves in full accord and sympathy with orthodox be- 
lievers. 

I wish it now to be understood that, in what has 
been previously written, I have had no intention to 
decide which is the right, or which the wrong view 
of the truth of inspiration, but only to lay before the 
public the state of the case in its present aspects, in 
order to bring about some satisfactory solution of it, 
and especially, to open the way to a removal of the in- 
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justice under wbicli those who doubt that inspiration 
is a truth continue to labour. Whatever I may have 
said, even approaching to an argument, I know must 
be of small avail, inasmuch as I cannot pretend to have 
read the works I have referred to with the full care 
and attention, or to possess the abilities requisite 
for weighing all the compHcated evidences that bear 
on the subject-matter ; and further, it is clear that 
if the works in derogation of inspiration, which have 
been cited, can be refuted, that then this pamphlet 
will, as a matter of course, fall to the ground with 
them. Before concluding} I also beg my readers to 
excuse my saying once more a few words about my- 
self. The opinion that I expressed in lihe first 
edition, forming now the first part of this pamphlet, 
viz., "that the Old and New Testaments are the 
works of erring man, and not of all- wise and all- 
conscientious Gt>d)'' must remain unaltered, until its 
incorrectness has been shown by higher evidence and 
reasoning than any which has since been adduced. 
It ought not, however, to be inferred, that disbelief 
in inspiration or revelation is accompanied, as a 
matter of course, with disbelief in God, for to my 



